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Application No. 



Applicant(s) 


Interview Summary 


09/682,594 


WILLIAMS ETAL 


Examiner 


Art Unit 


Nathan J. Newhouse 


3727 


All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Nathan J. Newhouse . (3) 

(2) Gigette Beiin . (4) 

Date of Interview: 09 December 2003 . 

Type: a)£3 Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstratipn conducted: _ d)Q Y„es _ _e)l3 No 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 35, 37-39(in proposed amdt faxed 12/9/03) 

Identification of prior art discussed: n/a. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)KI was not reached. h)D N/A. 
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Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 




JAfHAN J. NEWHOUSE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 


Examiner's signature, if required 
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PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 


Interview Summary 


Paper No. 14 


Su^^ary of Record of Interview Requirements 4^ 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

— — - <° - aPP.ioa.ion .us, be made of record in , he 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
i - 4 i Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons oresented at thp int^,;™, 
warranty favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office a!Za.!S 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
T Lnf '"TrT * ° r Tra t e u mark P™ 08 shou,d be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 

Trademark Office ,s unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written i^Kc^^^^l ♦ 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt " W '" be pa,d to 


The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is iteoif 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the aoDlication file unlP« 

interview 

requirements for wh,ch interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81201 of the Manual ^SSmlKSS« or Sine 
LhI P n°^f Ca ' t rr ° rS ° r Unread f^ SCripJ in 0fficeacti ° ns ° r -*» «ke, are excluded from the interview recordatton p ocedu ^™ vKtte - 
"^^■"^^»™^f'y forded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is requled 

„ The n terv ew Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file and listed on the 
,nnH^ in S n ? ^ fi ^ wa PP er - ln a P ersonal inte ™w. a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agenifat the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicants ^corresDondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner fs not ^S^Z^^SS^ 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next officia7commu4ation 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~ ^cht^nfT^nlT a9re ! men ' was : eacned and if s °. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

being ai,owab,e) - Note: Agreement as to a,,owabiii * is — * «•* <~ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

«h„„iH h. '1 1 H e t rab ' e tha * th f « xa l miner oral| y ^mind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 

uS £ itnc ud e i ™Si ESSES ST? F T wi " not "T* be considered a comple,e and P r °P er "SS^^T 

l!uKnc!?i*?i^S!r PP ^ mentod V PP 0Mhe examlnert0 lnclude ' a " of the ^PP'^able items required below concerning the 

3nd P r °P er f ordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted PP'-caoie items. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) Si!2^^ ° f 3 SUbSt3ntiVe na,Ure diSCUSS6d ' Unl6SS these are ^ bribed on the 

5) a bnef identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arouments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the princTpa a guments 3e to he 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may Se to ^^eZhaSz7and fu 1 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P»* s ™ 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) 96neral reSU " S ° r 0UtC ° me ° f interVi6W ' Unl6SS a ' ready deScribed in the ,nterview Summar V F°rm completed by 

amira)o Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not comolete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 


Application No. 09/682,594 


Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: As previously stated, certain elements are lacking in support in both 
the provisional application 60/259,005 and the orginally filed disclosure, i.e. the collapsible rails being attached by 
hinge bars to the track elements, the connecting members that slide in the rails and are pivotally connected to the 
collapsible storage surface. It is applicant's contention that these simple mechanical elements are shown in the 
drawings of the provisional and the broad description sets forth how the roof rack operates and therefore there is 
support for adding the description of these elements and how they function to allow the roof rack to operate as well as 
adding these elements in the drawings. The drawings of the provisional do not clearly show the elements mentioned 
above and how they operate, as the description only sets forth broadly that the roof rack has a deployed and storage 
position(no mention of hinge bars, connecting members, etc., there is insufficient support to add the elements that will 
allow the roof rack to operate as broadly set forth.. 
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